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holds that it is due to the introduction of contraceptive devices.
Taken by itself this is rather like saying that we wear clothes
because sheep grow wool or because silk-worms secrete cocoons.
The fact is that Fallopius wrote a treatise in the opening years of
the seventeenth century on the commonest and safest appliance
used to-day, and it was advertised in England two centuries ago.
What demands an answer is not what means people use to limit
their families. It is <what circumstances in their social lives lead
them to use whatever means are available to them. The distinction
is important, because Hitler and Mussolini have also confused
the means adopted with the end in view. They think that they
can arrest the rapidly declining fertility of Germany and Italy by
prohibiting particular methods of family limitation. History,
which will record their failure, will read a new meaning in the
adage that modern love laughs at locksmiths.

Another assertion, though not advanced by serious students of
the problem, is almost ubiquitous in general discussions of popu-
lation. The reasons why people have less children are said to be
economic. It apparently implied that people would be induced
to' fiave more children if they were more prosperous. The
tenacity of this delusion is remarkable in view of the one feature
of differential fertility familiar to most ordinary people. Putting
the matter crudely, it is hardly too much to say that in the initial
stages of declining fertility the richer people are the less children
they have. This is true through every grade of modern society
except possibly the negligibly over-rich. The one thing which is
certain about the decline of fertility in contemporary civilization
is that it is not due to economic obstacles in the ordinary sense
of the term. That is to say, it is not due to limitations imposed
by the spending capacity of the individual parent. Hence it is not
surprising that the only radical remedy which has been widely
favoured has been a conspicuous failure. Mr. Glass has recently
published a resume of existing schemes of family endowment in
various countries. Up to date no scheme has provided a sufficient
incentive to raise fertility.

The advocates of family endowment may make the objection